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5 putant 
Sibi feeri I. njuriam, ultro fi, 
Quant fecere ipſi, expoſtulant ; 
Et ultro accuſaut.—— 
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1 LONDON: 
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= INTEND not in theſe Papers "i 
8 do labour a Vindication of Poor Wo 

Dr. Grey, from the heavy Charge 0 
lately brought againſt him by the 002 
Author of The Review, &c. much 0 
leſcs to retaliate in Kind: I may jb 
be pardoned, if I negle& both the Provocation i | 
and the Opportunity. The Doctor, I can anſwer 1 +20 
for him, is content with the ſmall Share of Re- „ 
putation he has with thoſe that know him, and r 
Ns not the leaſt Ambition to be compared with tit” | þ 
ſo perfect an Original as that Author is. My ws 
preſent Deſign is only to give a Specimen of "1 
th accurate Skill in Hiſtory; his intimate Ac« i 
quaintance with our beſt Antient and Modern 


Hiſtorians; his exact Fidelity and Judgment in 
reporting his Authors; his ſcrupulous Care in 
quoting his Ad verſaries, and a conſtant Readi- 
neſs to do them all Juſtice, Of all which, there 
is Plenty of Inftances* in his laſt candid Perfor- 
fortnance : I ſhall preſent the Reader with a 
few and leave the reſt to his own Publication, 
when he ſhall pleaſe to diſcover any more of his 
Excellencies, 1 | 

ä CC 


= 
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The firſt Thing, * of Notice, is what he 
Nys upon the Story of Audrogeus, which the Rea- 
der muſt know is not wholly void of Wit. And 
here he informs us, 


* 


. : > 8 


Pag. 2. That the Author of the Defence ini. 
quotes: him + The Britons. ſet aſide Androgeus purely on 
Account of his being in the Intereſt of the Invaders, 
Vi. the Romans : Which latter Words, Tays he, are 
not mi ne. . 5 
And who beſides himſelf is not able to diſ- 
cover this? Theſe Words being put by the Au- 
thor” of the Defence in a Parenthefis, and in a 
different Character, with an Intention of ſhew- 
ing that they were his own. But he goes on: 
Ibid. Le Romans, ſays he, are there added, ib 
infinnate that our luvaders, the Modern Romans,, 
only come to bring us the Right Heir; [ Look ſharp, ” 
good Reader, otherwiſe his great Wit may pro- 
ably eſcape thee;] and that there's nothing, as 
. "he "ab in the Hiſtory that ſauaurs of the Peoples 
» Right to ſet aſide their King. With all due Defe- 
rence to fo. profound a. Critick, the Words in 
the Defence are, Favour d the People's Right, 10 ſet | 
-afide their King. This is but a ſmall Fault, a 
Ettle falſifying, or ſo. But let us proceed: | 
Ibid. Nothwithſtanding Sammes, in his Britan- 
mia, informs us bow well he deſerved it, being Cæ- 
far's great Inſtrument, in. giving him Light in man 
Things that conduced to the Ruin of his Conntry. | 
What an. incorrigible Creature is the Author 
of the Defence, to oppoſe the Authority of the 
great Sammes, and our greater Critick. ? But 
When I again inform the Reader that our Cri- 
ticks Tuch and . elEbelpued Mikon. (as has 
been before obſerved) 1ays, he deſerted his 
Claim, and have given from Biſhop Nzcholſor 
the following Character of Mr, Sammer, I hope 
he will fill have ſome Reaſon to believe, 5 | 
| | FO tne | 
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the Author of the Defence was not wholly in 
the Wrong: He fetches (ſays the Biſhop, 
* Hiſtorical Library, Fol. p. 39.) the Originals 
* of the Bruſßb Ouſtoms, Cc. from the Phæni- 
*"c:ans, This Conceit is borrowed from Bichar- 
* tus; as for his own Part, tis viſible that he 


_ © equally underſtood the Phænician, Britiſh, Go- 


* thick, Saxon, and Manic Languages, and, if 
left to himſelf, could as eaſily have brought 


< the Britains from New Spain, and the Saxons 


« from Madagaſcar.” Anthony Wood likewiſe gives 


' very contemptible Character of him; for 


which I refer the Reader to his Athen. Oxon. 


Pol. 2. p. $59. Edit. 1, 


But he tells us in the next Page; _ 
Pag. 3. That the Lau- Doctor has Iaboured hard 
to prove that Vortigern King of the Britains was 


not depoſed, but only gove up to his Son, and that we 


have no Aecoum of his Depoſition. But by the 
way, our impartial Critick has left out ſome 


Words, which would have explain'd the Law- 
Doctor's Meaning; who ſays, © *Tis probable. 


4 from Milton's Words, that he was not dee 
* poſed, D as our Hiſtorian aſſerts, ] but only 


gave it up to his Son, becauſe he is here 


< {id to have reaſſumed it.” And afterwards, 
Neither Malmsbury nor Milton from him, [which 
Words, tis to be feared, our Critick left out 
<« with Peſign, ] give any Account of this Mat- 


E ter.“ But he onz 


Ibid. Dy. Hody uſes the uery Word depoſed, 
Conv. p. 15. Aud Matthew Weſtminſter, ſpeak- 
ins of the Countil that depoſed him, tells us, That 
they choſe Aurelius Ambroſius King, Aurelium in 
Regem erexerunt. If our Critick will 


whole Sentence from Dr. Hoy 


8 2 not with- 
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2 4 
—— 


pardow me, 
I will beg Leave to think, that he took- this 
„Where it is to 
be met with, and not from Aarbew Heftminſter, 
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notwithſtanding his Pretence to great Reading. 
Now after all that has been ſaid; if I may ven- 
ture to {peak a Word in behalf of the Author 
of, the Defexce, he only argues from Henry of 
Huntingtons calling it an Excommunication; for 
75 3 P robability 40f the Thing from Million 8 
| ords, concerning Bis reaſſuming the Govern- 
ment, and ' Malmsbury's Silence in the Caſe, not 
with any Deſign, I dare ſay, of impoſing upon 
the Reader, as our graat Critick unkindly inſi- 
eee 5 1775 : 


But to proceed, he refers us again to a Pa | 


ſage in Tyrrel's Introduction without referring to 
the Page. And if he will not take it amiſs, I will 


ſtill take the Liberty of ſuſpending my Judg- 
ment concerning the Truth of it, till he and 


But he goes on; f 


Ibid. He. mentions two Moſt Reverend worthy pre 


* 1 


lates f our | Chuxgh, and one eſpecially, my Lord 


Grace Canterbury, who har confirmed what I 


have ſaid of. the Being of. Parliaments in #he Qu 


nation. Dr. Grey brings againſt it That King Al- 
fred. appointed Parliaments, ſays his Grace, to meet 
tuice 4 Jar, is, I confeſs, reported in the Mir- 
por of ſuſtice; and that is all that I pretended to 
11 that Place. If the Reader will be pleaſed to 
take along with him the following Words of his 
Grace, he will ſoon be convinced how far he a- 
grees. With the Critick, and the Mirror of Juſtice. 


ee, Satr of the duet bt 


© Clergy, p. 135.) ſuch a Relation ought to be in a 
« Matter, where not only the Laws of King Al- 
* fred, but all our Hiſtorians are ſilent, is not 
« 16 difficult a Matter to determine, Moreover, 
* the Perſons who conſtituted King Alfreds Par- 
* laments were only the Great Men of the 


* 
„. 


rog 


© Realm, Comites congregart fecit, ſays. Horn (Mir. 


As 22 
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& ror. Loc. citat.) to thoſe two Great Councils: 


* And I ſee no Reaſon way his Authority ſhould 
4 not be as great for the Perſons, of which their 
“Councils conſiſted, in Which our antient Au- 
“ thors are generally of his Side, as fer the 
Times of their Aſſembling, in which (for ought 
% I know) he ſtands alone, without ſo much as one 
Mriter before him to ſuppert his Allegat ion.“ 

As for Sir Henry Spelmans Opinion, concerning 
the Word Parliament, the Author of the Defence 
has ſufficiently proved from his Gloſſary, compared 
with his other Writings, that he differs point blank 
from our Critical Hiſtorian, Defence, p. 29, $ 
But he informs us, e 

Ibid. That he ſhall content himſelf with the Light 
Spelman has given in this Reſpect. And what Dr. 
Hody takes from him, That the Council of Kingsbury 
is to be eſteemed not an Epiſcopal Synod, but a Parlia- 
ment. And all this does not amount to a Proof, 


that it was a Council or Parliament, (as he will 


have it,) conſiſting of King, Lords, and Commons; 
for neither Spelman, nor Hod), mention any ſuch 


Thing. {446.3810 Henry Spelman (ſays Hody, Hiſt. of | | 
* Conv, p. 57.) tells us, That the Council of Kinge- 
“ bury is to be eſteemed not an Epiſcopal Synod, 


<but--a Parliament, as well becauſe it was 
held at the Kings Court, | for ſo the Word 
* Kingsbury . as becauſe it was held in 


KEaſier Week. For, according to antient Cuſ- 


tom, the Great Men were obliged to attend the 
«©. King at the three Great Feſtivals, Chriſtmas, 
“ FEaſter, and Mhitſomide, as well to honour his. 


“ Perſon, and adorn his Court, as to conſult. 
about the Grand Affairs of the Kingdom.“ Not 
one Werd of the Commons, as a Conſtituent 
Branch of theſe Great Councils; nay, the 


pyery Title of the Council ſhews the contrary; 


Coneihum Kingesluriæ ſub Berridphd Rege Merciorum, 


Sexta 


6s 4 APPENDIX. 

Sexta feria Paſchatis, Auno' Chriſti 851. Celebratum, 
Preſentibus Ceolnetho Dorobornenfi Archiepiſcopo, Cate» 
riſque Mertiæ Epiſcopis & Maguatibus. Spelman Con- 


_ cl. Tom. I. p. 344. And in his Obſervations upon 
the Council, he ſays expreſſy, That the Proceres, 


which dec trandlates Grear Men, by an old Cuſ- 
tom, were bannd to attend the King upon the 


three Great Feſtivals of Chriſtmas, Eaſter, and 
 Whirfontide. Ibid. p. 347. 


But to proceed 3 1 7 tes a: ' 
Pag. 6. Dr. Grey (ſays he) cites out of him, [ Spel- 


man.] (Obſerve again Reader, this laſt Word is 


not the Critical Hiſtorian s; for unleſs I explain 
myſelf, he may poſſibly ſay, as before, that I 


fal, Thas be never found any Place for the 


Commons in the "Great Councils in the Saxon 
Times, p. Ti, Mh then is. meant h/ Rex. Popu- 
aum ſiuum convocavit, in the Laus of King Ethel> 


bert? Nothing, I really believe, that will be of 
any great Service to him: For theſe Eccleſiafti- 
cal Dooms of King Ethelber:, King of Kent, were 


made in the Year 602. by the Advice of his 


H/iſemen, or, tis expreſſly» mention'd in the pre- | 
face, Who orders in his firſt Doom, © That if the 


“ King called his People — che does not 
mention in what Way,) and any one offered any 
4 Injury 0 them, he ſhould reſtore double, and 
4 moredver pay to the King 50 Shillings. Spe. 
. ̃§ Q A 


Ibid. Nan by Principum, Procerum, Comitum, & 5 


omnium Sapientum, Seniorum, & Populorum to- 


tius Regni, in King Ina“ Reign? The Words are, 
oOmmum Seuatorum Meorum, & natu majorum Sapien- 


tum Pepuli mei, in Spelman. Concil. Tom. 1. p.182. 
which the Learned Mr. Johnſon in his Collection of 


Ecclefaſtical Laws, Part 1. A. D. 693. tranſſates, 
* Aldermen, and the Sauior Counſellors of my Nation. 


< And the Aldermen, he ſays, were they _ 
r 4 | | . 
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ent, Biſhops, Aldermen, and 
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* had. the chief Superintendence. of any large 
Diſtrict, or City. And if ſo, here cannot yet be 
any Room for the Repreſentatives of the Com- 
mons, a as Conſtituent Part of the Councils of 
that Age. Nor could Sir Henry Spelman think 
that either of theſe two Inſtances had any 
Relation to the Repreſentati ves of the People, by 


his declaring elſewhere, © That the firſt Light 


© wherein he diſcovers the Form of our Parlia- 
ments at this preſent: Day, is what arifeth in 
* the Magna Charta of King John, Relig. Spelman. 
** P. 57. 522 Tears after this Council of King Ind s. 

bid. hen Dr. Hody attacks this antient Au- 
thor s Authority, tis With Reference to the Inter-Marri- 
ages of the Saxons and Britainsthen, and not to the Po- 
pulorum; which he takes particular Notice of, P. 33. 
Dr. Hody'sWordsare what follow; and how agreeable 
they are to our Critick's Modeſt Aſſertion, I leave 


the Reader to judge.“ In this Reign; ſays he, (Hi/?. 


cc 


of, Onuocat. p. 3 3.) the Saxons and Britains are ſaid 
to have begun to inter- marry with one ano- 
ther; per Commune conſilium, & aſſenſum omnium 
ͤEpiſcoporum, & Principum, Procerum, Comitum, 
* & onminm Seniorum, & Popalorum, [the very 
« Words which, he ſays, Hody does not NG 


* this Author for,] 'Torins Regni, & per Præceptum 


e Ine præditti. The Author that tells us this, 
< (ſays Hody) is the Interpolator of King Eduard 
6 the-Confeſſor's thirty fifth Law ;: but he is a very 
Fabulous one, and of ng/ Authority,” And his 
Grace of Canterbury ſays, “That the Laws 


4 of. [na were publiſhed in & Great Council, is on 


all Hands allowed.” And the Perſons there pre- 
iten; or Wiſemen, 
I think plainly diſcovers it. . an 
Ibid. How muſt we underſtand the Populo Terre, 
in the Laws of King Oſwald ? The Archbiſhop of 
Canterbury, State of the Church, &. P. 146. and 

E ; nd Spelman, 


——— 


pron yep — — 
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222 Concil. Tom. 85 ) ſpeaking of 
ing Ofwald's Council held in Northumberland, ſay, 


A quem convenerunt . omnes Primipes Regiouis 


proves who were the Members preſent at it, and, 


1 hope, in ſome Meaſure, anſwers our Learned 


Author's Queſtion, 


Pag. 7. bat is meant by Comitum, Procerum, 
. totzus terræ, al iorumque Fidelium infinita Multi- 


tudine, _ an. Infinite Multitude at the Aſſembly at Win- 


cheſter ? Anno 855. The Title of that Council. will 
_ plainly ſhew what is meant by theſe Words, 
and who the Conſtituent Members were; Con- 


* cilium H/intonie Pananglic, q Non Novembr. An. 
Era. 855. Indift 4. Celebrat. praſentibus ZEtheluwulfo 


* H/eſt-Saxonie,BeorredoRegeMercia, & Edmundo Rege 
© Eaſt-Anglorum, una cum Archiepiſcopis Cantuar. & E- 


* Forum, cateriſque totius Angliz Epiſcopis, & Magnati- 


* bus,” Spelman. Concil. Tom. . p. 348. Indeed, in 


the Concluſion, p. 350. are theſe Words: Præſemibus 
& ſubſcribentibus Archiepiſcopis, & Epiſcopis Angliæ uni- 
werfis, nec non Beorredo Rege Mercia, Edmundo Eaſt-An- 


glorum Rege, Abbatum, & Abbatiſſarum, Ducum, Comitum, 
HProcerumpue totius terre, aliorummue, fidelium infinita 


nitates vero ſua nomina ſubſcripſerunt, Which plain- 


e Senſe of it, that moſt 


Multitudine regium ne js laudaverunt : Dig- 


ly ſhews, if we will ma 
of theſe were but Standers-by, and Approvers ; 
and the Dignitates, here mention d, were the only 
Subſcnbers, Spelman ſays, that this is wanting in 
Malmsbury..- But let us take it even in our Cri- 


tick's Senſe, and if the fidelium infimta Multirudo 


ſignify the Repreſentatives of the Commons, and 
were a Conſtituent Part of the Council, then 


by the ſame Reaſon, the 4bbatiſe, [ Abbeſſer,] who 


are named before them, were a Part of that 
Council. Which, I hope, our Learned Critick has 
more Modeſty than to affirm. That many, 


A ſays 


44 


<6 
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vo ſays his Grace of Canterbury, ¶ State of the Church, 


C. p. 137. J have been occaſionally admitted to 


them ¶ viz. Councils, ] at the ſolemn Opening or 


“ Cloſing ofthem; or at other extraordinary Sea- 
* ſons, when Laws were to be publiſhed, or (it may 
* be) Charters to be confirmed, I don't deny, 
It is upon theſe Occafions, that not only the 
“People, but our Queens, not only the Clergy, 


but Abbeſſes, are ſome Times ſpoken of, as 


« being preſent there; of whom, I yet believe, 
this Gentleman will not affirm, that they were 


* 8 Conſtituent Members, even for Appro- 


* bation of theſe Meetings: That being occa- 
. ſionally preſent, they might ſometimes ſub- 


ſeribe as Witneſſes, or give ſome Token of 


their Aſſent or Liking to what had been done 


* by the King, or his Council, I can alfo allow: 
* But that any beſides our Great Men and 
* Prelates, were wont to be called to theſe Coun- 
cils, as the proper Members of them, or that 
„the Members ſo called, were ever diftinguiſh- 


ed into ſuch as had Right of Suffrage and Sub- 
4 ſeription, and ſuch as were preſent chiefly in 


* 


order to approve, I am yet to learn. Again, 
Of Inas laſt Charter (ſays he) we have three 
„ Copies: In two of them theſe Subſcriptions 
« axe intirely wanting: In the Third, if they 


5 oo wy Thing, it is more than he would 
ave, Th 


e Subſcribers are Archbiſhops, Bi- 


© ſhops, and two Kings, Beorrede King of Mercia, 


c and Edmund King of the Eaſt-Anglet, with an 
infinite Multitude of Abbots, Abbeſſes, Dukes, 
Earls, and Nobles of the whole Land, who 
all commended or approved the King's Char- 
ter. Dignitates vero ſua nomina ful ſerip ſorunt. 


* How ſhall we here diſcover whom thefe Digni- 
tates include? None below Biſhops are faid to 


have fübſeribed: All the Reſt are joined in 
S | * 9 | 25 an 
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an equal and oppoſite Claſs of Approvers : 
“And if we take it thus, then the Nobles, and 
* Regular Prelates, no leſs than the People, are 


* excluded from all Right of Suffrage and Sub- 


- 


& ſcription. - 


If to avoid this, he ſhall think fit to carr 


«it farther, and take in all but the Fideles, it 
«< will then be another Queſtion ; Whether E- 


te deles do there denote the Common People? Eſpe- 
«cially when join'd to the Great Lords, with ſuch 


cerumque, totius Terra, aliorumque Fidelium ? Or 


«© proper Members of this Council, which, at 
«this Rate, maſt have been a very large Aſſembly 
e indeed;  Iafinita, Fidelium Multitudine, ſays 
the Subſcription : An Expreſſion which can 
hardly be reconciled to the Proportioit of an 
«ordinary. State Council, or to the conſtant 
ech one 125 
But what if we ſhould ſuppoſe this to have 


< been a more than ordinary Convention? And 
e that this Pious King deſigning ſo great and 
e general Privilege to the Church, as to aſſure 


te to it the Tenths of all his Dominions for eve 
eto free it from ſecular Service, from all Tr 
butes, and Taxes, even from the Trinoda N. 
« ce[ſitas of | Expeditions, Building of Bridge 
e And Fortifying of Caſtles, (which where won 
eto be reſerved in thoſe - Caſes where Lands 
« were granted in the moſt free Manner to th 
_ ©. Clergy,) ſhould call all the landed Men o 
his Kingdom to it; that ſo what was to con- 
« cern all, might be conſented to by all? What 
e af this Charter, made in Council, and agreed 
* upon there, were (as is it moſt probable ) after- 


„ wards - 


4 


a Relative as it there is, Ducum, Comitum, Pro- 


it his too ſhonld he granted, yet ſtill the greateſt. 
Difficulty of all will remain, how to prove 
that theſt Fideles, whoever they be, were all] 
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Aa APPENDIX, i 
wards 3 and ſubſcribed in a general 
„ Afembly of both Lords, Prelates, Clergy, 


o 


* 


and People, in the Great Church at Mincbeſter? 


* which indeed I take to have been the Caſe, 
and ſhall hereafter give ſome farther Reaſons 
* for it. I don't ſee but in any of theſe Sup- 
*© Politions, we may very well allow the Fijdeles, 
*in the loweſt Senſe, to have been preſent 
* at this Aﬀembly, without being ever the more 
* entitled thereby to any conſtant Place, or 


Right of Conſent in the other ordinary Councils 


« of the Realm.” 1 | 
Pag. 7. What is meant by Tota Regni ingenuitate 


& innumera Populi multitudine, iz King Edgar's 


third Council, in the Tear 970? I preſume he 
means the Council of London, in the Twelfth of 
King Edgar, in the Year 970, or 971, according 
to Spelman, which was called for the Confirma- 


tion of the Privileges of the Abbey of Glaſtenbury. 
The Conſtituent Members of which were as folk 
low : Praſentibus | ſays Spelman, Concil. Tom. 1. 


p. 483. | pacifico Rege ipſo Edgaro, Alfgina Regis 


Maire, Edwardo Clitone, id eſt, Regni Siucceſſore. 
Kmedio Rege Albania five Scotiæ. Maſcu ſuo Archi- 


pirata, ſeu Marium prafetto, Dunſtano. Archiepiſcepo 
Doroberniæ, Ofwaldo Archiepiſcopo Eboracenſi, Caz- 
zeriſque Epiſcopis, & Omnibus Regui Primatibns ut 
Liquet in Calce Concillii. DS ES 

Ibid. He makes a great Stir about Sapientes Al- 
dermani, and the like Wiſemen and. Aldermen, in 
the Saxon Parliaments, Let the Terms be how you will - 


Call thoſe Aſſemblies Wittenagemots, Mychelge- 


motes, Councils, Colloquies, what you pleaſe - 
I think enough is ſaid, to prove that the Commons 
aſſiſted at thoſe Aſſemblies, &c. Not as Conſtituent 
Members, as the Author of the Defence has ful- 


ly proved from Archbiſhop ate, whoſe Autho- | 


rities our Critick has thought proper to paſs over 
* e 8 in 
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12 4 APPENDIX. 
in Silence. And whether the Archbiſhop's An- 
thority,” or our Critical Hiſtorian's, is to be moſt 
depended upon, I believe the Reader will not 


ftand long to determine. And to paſs over his 


Reflections upon Sir Henry Spelman, and Mr, Cam- 
den,” who can't poſſibly ſuffer any Damage (but 
the contrary) from his ill Treatment. 

"F168 1 in the following Manner: 
Pag. 8. My Words; (ſays he,) p. 30. are the 
fame he quotes, Canute was made King, ab omni 
anglorum Populo. "Againſt this he brings Dr. Hod y, 


ſand he might fave added his Friend Tyrret 


too, J p. 23. King Ethelred being Dead, the Biſhops, 
Abbots, & Proceres Terre, rejected his Family, and 


proclatined Canute for their King And then flies 


out into a paſſionate Exclamation, and ' crys, 
Mark Reader ! mind what a dear-hended Doctor this 
#5! Notwithſtanding the JPiſe Comment, he has 
given us upon the Anglorum Populus, for which I 
refer the Reader to his Learned Book, P. 9. 
With all his Learning, he is not able to diſtin- 
Surg betwirt the Omni Anglorum Populus, his 
darling Mob, and the Biſhops, Abbots, and Proceres 


Terra, who are ſaid to habe rejected Emelred's 


5 i Le and to have proclaimed Cante their 
; Pag. 10. Ta the next Page,. (fays our Critick;,) ke 


charges me with falfifying the Greek Profeſſor, whom 1 


"quoted; for ſaying, Conventio quorum videtur eſſe 
eum he adds, Hody ſays no ſuch Thing 
My Words the direct contrary. Hody ſpeaks of 4 
Parliament, aud n Charter, in which were theſe 
Ford, Conventio quorum videtur eſſe Parlia- 
mentum. Here's a good Man for you l. And here he 
ig again. Hody has theſe Words, ſpeaking of the 
Charter, I am really amazed at the Aſſurance 
of the Gentleman; and were I deſpoſed to ule 
| Lan age like his own, F might with too much 
ys 82 ; : Reaſon 
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An APPENDIX. 13 

Reaſon ſay, That his Conſcience is as hard as 
his Forehead., He ſays, that Dr. Hody aſſerts 
That there was 2 Parliament, and a Charter, 
in whichweretheſe Words, Conventio quorum wide- 
mur eſſe Parliamentum : When Dr, Hod) expreſſy 
t Y Aaflerts the (contrary, as the Author of the De- 
JE Fence has already taken Notice. And Hody's Words 

are as follow: © In the Margin of the Charter 


W OC OP 4 


= “ (ſays he, Hiſt. of Convocat. p. 156, 157.) is noted 
1 in a late Hand, Mita hic hos. omnes convocari 
„ * a Rege ſua autoritate, ad cauſas Religionis trattan- 
1 das, tam nobiles de clero, quam principes Regni, cum 
4 © aliis inferiors gradus : Conventio quorum videtur efſe 
F % Parliamentum. I agree with che Writer, That 


; 3 it was a Parliament; but perhaps theſe are 
1 + the Words not of the Charter itſelf, as is com- 
= 4 monly underſtood, but of the Regi/trary, who 
1 lived long after that Time, in the Reign of 
1 “Kin Edward III. as appears from the Hand.” 


3 And Dr. Hody takes this to be no Part of 
3 the Charter, but the Regiſtrary, who lived long 
= after, yet this Modeſt Gentleman aſſerts, That 
= Hody calls it Part of the Charter. 5 
Pag. 11. The next Quotation (he tells us) that 
— the Author of the Defence takes from him, is con- 


cerning William Rufus's Succeſſzon, when his e 

Brother Robert Duke of Normandy was alive. 
1 Dr. Zachary (ſays he) affirms, with the laſt Aſſurance, 

That William Rufus came in by a different Claim 
ban that of Election, 5355 

Had our Critick fairly quoted what Dr. Zacha- 

ry. (as he contemptibly calls him) ſays, with his 
Authorities for ſaying ſo; Ihe Doctor would have 
had no juff Cauſe of Offence againſt him. The 

Author of the Defence ſays, p. 27. That illiam 

Rufus came in by a different Claim from that 

of Election. His Right to the Crown was 

* grounded upon his Father's Will, by which 
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14 A. APPENDIX. 
he gave Normandy to his eldeſt Son Robert; 
England to his ſecond Son William Rufus; 
and a Sum of Money, or his Mother's Poſſeſ- 

« tions, to his third Son Henry. And for this he 
produces,” as Authorities, the Hiſtory of Tngulfus, 
the Annals of Waverly, Matthew Weſtminſter, Ho- 
rence of Worceſter, Walter Hemingford, Brompton, and 
- Biſhop Godwin, (Authorities our Cyitick will find 
it a hard Matter to invalidate.) And yet after 
all this, he cries out, Dr. Zachary has affirmed with 
the laſt Aſſurance; às if he had no other Au- 


thority but his own to depend upon in this 


Bid, Gervaſe of Tilbury, and Dr. Hody from 
him, both afſure 1s, that he was elefted King. But 


they don't ſay that he was elected by the Peo- 
ple, but by the Archbiſhop of Canterbury. The 
Conqueror dying, (ſays Hoch, p. 174.) 1087. 

. Son, in the 
« Abſence of his elder Brother Robert, was elect- 
% ed King by Archbiſhop Lanfranc, as Gervas 
« fius tells us. | Gervaſ. Aci. Pont. Cant. Script. x. 
Ip. 1655. Convocatis 'Epiſcopis & Primoribus An- 


« Sept. 9. William Rufus, his 


« gliæ Lanfrancus elegit, Willielmum filium re- 
<« gi, Ct.] Eadmer ſays, That without the 


« Archbiſhop's Conſent, he could by no Means 
obtain the Crown; and therefore to prevail 
< with him, he made him a great many ſo- 


lemn Promiſes, both by himfelf and others, 
« That if he were made King, he would in 
e all Things obſerve Juſtice, Equity, and Mercy, 


„ and be governed wholly by his Counſel, 


“ He Was crown'd, as Brompton ſays, Convocatis 
e terra Magnatibus at Weſtminſter, Sept. 27. And 
does not the Defence, p. 28. ſay pretty near 


the ſame Thing? He brought to Archbiſhop 
* Lanfranc his Father's Donation; which he ha- 
* ying read, and taking all the Security that 


„ his 
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dc his Promiſe and Oath could afford for his 


„civil and kind Uſage of the Clergy, he 


“ made all imaginable. haſte with him to Lon- 
< dn, and by his Intereſt in the Clergy, and 


e Influence over ſeveral great Men, on Ai 


* ch&Imas Day, with their Conſent, he anointed 
< him King in St. Peter's Weſtminſter. 
Ibid. I ſay in the Reign of Henry I. he was 


made King univerſo Populo. So ſays he; but being 


an excellent Linguiſt, he tranſlates all the People, 
the ' Clergy, and the Nobility only. He does not 
tranſlate it fo, but only infers it from Matthew 
Paris's own Words; who though he ſays in one 
Place, Congregato Londoniis Clero, & populo uni verſo 
promifit emendationem legum, Oc. yet he explains 
it in the ſame Page, Ad hac Clero reſpondente, & 
magnatibus cunfis. (To whicu agrees Eadmer.) 


S0 that the Author of the Deſence had Reaſon 


enough to have made ſuch a Tranſlation, if our 


Critick's Affirmation had been true. From hence 


the Gentleman goes on with the ſame Medeſty, 
with which he ſet out at firſt; | 


Pag. 12. e are not come (ſays he) to a Jure Di- 
vino Reign However, he will enter his Proteſt againſt 
any other, and go on gainſaying. Gervaſe f Til- 


bury urites, T hat King Stephen was croumd Con- 


vocatis Epiſcopis & Proceribus, & Miles annuen- 


tibus Præſulibus, & Proceribus Regni ; which the 


Rarity trauſlates thus, It is evident he aas | ſet up, 
and crown d by a Faction. Lo paſs by the Flowers 
of Rhetorick, in this moſt; beautiful Paragraph, 

I. can't but think that our Critick has acted a 
little Unfairly in this Place to keep his Hand 
in; for the Author of the Defence neither quotes, 
nor tranſlates Gervaſe of Tilbury, nor Mikes; but 
makes this Inference from . Malmsbury,. who in- 
forms us, That Sepben, by his own Dexterity, 


and the Artifice of his Brother Roger Earl of 
** Salishury, 
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* Salishury, gain d over many of the Nobility | 


* to him: He names no great Council that was 
“ called, either for his Election, or the Solem- 
* nity of his Coronation, at which there were 


ä 


te of Canterbury, the Biſhops of Minton and Saliſ- 
e bury, no Abbots; and but very few Noblemen; 


e Tribus Epiſcopis prſentibus, nullis Abbatibus, & ph Þ} 
* cifſemis optimatibus.” Wil. Malmsb. feriptor poſt, 


Bed. p. 198. 


He farther obſerves from Radulphus de Diceto, 


* That the Archbiſhop was impoſed upon by 
*< Hugh Bigod, Steward of the King's Houſhold, 


ce who took an Oath, that the King diſinherited 
4 his Daughter the Empreſs, and appointed Stephen - | 


< Fart of Bohoign his Succeſſor. 


As to the Cotton Manuſcript, I hope he will 
not take it ill, if 1 don't yet take his Word 


for it, ſince he has not referred us to the Page 
in Hoch, in which mention is made of it, and 
ſince the Account of the 1 at Salisbury 
(to which it relates) has been ful 

by his Grace of Canterbury, as the Author of 
the Defence, p. 33. has already obſerved. ' * 


Pag. 13. He has an Interrogatory for me, (ſays 


the Critick;) I ſaid Henry was a Principibus voca- 
tus, '&'a Populo deſideratus. V hat does all this 


amount to? (ſays he:) Nor 10 a Proof of the King's 


being choſen by the People. He's ſurpriſingly Dull. Les 
it does amount to ſuch a Proof ; Vocatus here ear 
haue, no other Signt flcatron," His Mother, the Em- 
preſs Maud, being alive; in whom was the Heredi- 
tary Right, tho the Doctor ſays, boldly and faiſty, 
it was in 'himfelf,” which" it could not be till after 
bis Mother 5 Death. © Dy, Grey tells ut, Veeatus 

ſhould be invited; I tell him, it | ſhould be Cailed, 
aud that Called, Invited, an Elected, are all one. 
What Dr. Grey obſerves, is not without Autho- 
3 | * | " My ; 


” 93 
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fay s, (as 
That he was conſecrated King, as fome ima- 
_ ©-gine, by Theobald Archbi 

4 receiv'd his Dominions wit any Diminu- 


6 tion of Right, and his Coronation was at- 


„ tended with the Joy and Acclamations of 


* the People, crying out, Long Jive the King.” 
And for what Reaſon our Critick kept, this Au- 


thority out of View, the Reader (who, by this 


Time, muſt throughly know his Character) need 


not be inform d. 88 2 
Pag. 14. He relukes me (ſays the Craick) for 
ſaying after Gervaſe, That there were Inferioris or- 


dinis Perfonz, in the Parliament. at Northampton. 
And he Joes £t with a good deal of Authority, 


proving from Archbiſhop | Wale, That the 
& Tuferioris ordinis Perſona, the Populi multitude. non 


« medica, were only admitted to hear the Tryals 


* that came before the Tang and his Council ; 
© but were not therefore of it.“ As the Rea- 
der may be convinced by conſulting the Arch- 
bifhop's State of the Church, &c. p. 


| S th) no 4 
bid, I will confirm (ſays he, what I faid of. 


the Parliament of Clarendon, That by Proceres 

egni, muſt be underſiond the Chief of the Cmmo- 
nalty, fince the Earls and Barons at that Time were 
the Nobility, and are particularly mentioned. Hove- 
den tells w, the Clergy and Laity were gathered 
together there : Matthew Paris mentions the Clergy, 


221. tranſlates the Chief of the Cinmmonalty. And 
I will take the Len, in Anſwer, to inſert 
the Authority of Biſhop Wake from the Defence, && 
and leave the Reader to judge (which I am ſa- 


tisſed he will not be a doing) which Au- 
thority is beſt. Let us hear, fays the Arch- 


« bi State of the Church, p. 2179.) who were 
2 Boe of * 79.) liel 
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_ rity : He ſpeaks it from Gervaſe of Til ho | 
Doctor has red E — 


p of Canterbury, and 


| Contuts, Barons, and Proceres Regni; which Dr. Hody, 
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called to this Parliament of Clarendon : The Jo! 
& Acts of the Aſſembly, ſtill remaining, enume- ip 
kate them; Onmes  Epiſcopi, Anglicani, & Comi- W 
wi tatus, © Barones, Magiftratus, & Nobiles, Ralf 240 
d Diceto, a Contemporary. Hiſtorian, ſays in NC 
like manner of them, Epiſcopi & Proceres: mn 
e Gervaſe calls them, Pontifices & Proceres, Præſu- fir 
e et & Proceres: Matthew Paris, more particu- th 
* larly, Preſidente 7 de Oxonia, Prafidentibus a. 
8 eee, Epi ſcopis, Mbbanibus, Prioribus, & af 
* Comitibus, & Proceribus Regni. The Recognition 
e ok the Clergy was made before the Arch- * 
iſhops, Earls and Barons, and bu 
moſt Noble and Antient of the King- a7 
POMas . p of Canterbury, Rover 55 
chbiſhop of Terk, and twelve Biſhops agreed C 
keep and, obſerve it, in the Preſence of n 
eight great Lords, and many other n 
Nobles of the Kingdom, as well 1 
as Laity. This is a plain and full Ac- C 
„ count c atter, and entirely determines L 
the Caſe: The two Archbiſhops, with twelve £ 
,* of the Suffragan Biſhops, made the Promiſe; 1 
2 and Laity were pre- Y 
es to it : Noothers but k 
- no. others but thoſe who I 
Part of, the Proceres & Nobiles Regni 4 
« were preſent When they ſwore.” As I am J 
forced ſometimes to repeat what the Author of [ 
the Defence has already ſaid from Archbiſhop 0 
Make, and other good Authorities, ſo I hope the 
Critick's unfair Way of citing, (he leaving out ( 
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A APPENDIX, 15 
J John, at the famons Parliament at Lincoln, in con- , 
\ 3 fſpectu ominis Populi : Upon which he demands, 


- — — AC 
1 ct eeeras 4 
* — — 


Mat if the King of Scotland and King Joon met 1 
upon the Top of a high Hill ? And the Queſtion was | 
not, in my Opinion, very 1mproper : For if they 
met upon a high Hill upon Lincoln Heath, as is at- 1 
firmed by Valter Hemingford and Matthew Paris, I! 
then it could not with any Propriety be called BH 
a. Meeting of Parliament, as our, Learned Critick = 
affirms. | | wy I | | = 

Pag. 19. He adds, (ſays our Critick, ) That = 
Walter de Langton was not Biſhop of Cheſter, 1 


but Biſhop of Litchfield and Coventry, This is an 
amazing Inſtance of his profound Learning! The Bi- 
ſhop of Coventry and Litchfted, was then Biſhop of 
Cheſter ; an ſo continued to the Reformation, if we 
may in any Thing ive Credit io Peter Heylin, G. 


For all our Critick's great Learning, this is 8 
juſt as great an Impropriety, as it would be to we 
call the Archbiſhop of Canterbury, Archbiſhop of A 

* Lambeth.or Croydon; the Archbiſhop of Vork, the | | = 
Archiſhop: of Biſhopſthoyp, becauſe. they have Pa- = 
laces inthoſe ſeveral Places. And admitting Chefter = 
was in the Dioceſs of Litchfield, yet if he does nor Wo 
know it, he may be informed, that Cheſter was ö ö £ 


not e rected into a Biſhoprick till the 33d of 
Henry VIII. in the Year 1541. Rymer's Feder. 
Vol. 14. p. 717. John Bird the firſt Biſhop, and 
Walter de Langton was Biſhop of Litchfield aud | 
Coventry, | Anno 1295, Juſt 246 Years before; .- 
Nor is he called Biſhop of Cheſter ; by either \.= 
Goodwin, de Præſul. p. 373, 374, 375. Wharton, 1 
Anglia Sacra, Par. 1. p. 441, 447, 449, 451. or 
Le Neve, Faſti Eccl. Angl. p. 124. ,  _ 1 
Pag. 20. Nothing was ever falſer, (he ſays) than l 
what. Dr. Zachary adds, That 1 took the Exceptions 4 
te the Pope's Letter, Word for Word, from Sir Henry 
Spelman, without the Ingenuity 1 own it, or name 


iy : 


20 4 APPENDIX. 
my Author at all : Every Word aud Sylable I took 
from My. Sammes, Biſhop Godwin, and M.. Fox. 


It he-didſo, Dr. Zachary has a great deal of Reaſon 


to beg his Pardon ; but as he quoted no Authori- 
ty, Dr. Zachary might be eaſily lead into the Miſ- 
take; And our Criteck hadgaod Luck (if he 


took the Subſtance from Mr. Sammes, Biſhop God- 
| WH, and Mr. Fox,). to hit upon 1 exact a Tran- I 


ſlation of Sir Henry Selman s Words. So for his 
Honour, and the Reader's Satisfaction, I will 
take the Liberty of ſetting his Exgliſb Tranſlation, 
and Sir Henry Spelman's Latin, in two oppoſite 
Columes. 18 r 
itical Hiſt. 2. 63. Spelman. Concil. 
r Tom. 1. p. 35 
IN! the Text, it is ſaid © DDRimo haud felici- 
to have been written _ © ter hic ſe habet 
n the Teariof our. Lord, © Synchroniſmus alias e- 


| 169, in the Margin, 156, © nam {cribi dicitur, An- 


neither of theſe: Dates no Domini 169, alias 


agree with Eleutherius's ut in margine 156, & 


Hh. * convenit quidem neu- 
„„ ter numerus Eleutherii 


Pontificatu.. 
Nam licet Beda eum 


Fir gheugh Bede, ſors © factum aitRome Præ- 


he, was made. Biſbop of ſulem Anno Domini 


Rome in the Tear 167, jet 167,Euſebius tamen in 


Euſebius, in bis Chronicle, © ſuo Chronico Pontifica- 


refers the Beginning of his tus ipſius initium re- 
Pontificate to. the ſixteenth © fert ad Annum 16, 
Tear of the Emperor Anto- © Antonini Imperatoris, 


ninus, that 25, to the Tear id eſt, Domini Noſtri 

F our. Lord, 179. ; , but © 179, & conſultius in 
much better in his Hiſtory © Hiſtoria ſua ad ſe- 

zo the following Tear of An: , quentem Antonini 


1 toninus, annum, 


J oe 


h, 
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toninus. which was in the © annum, qui eſt Do- 
Tear of our Lord 18% „mini Noſtri 180. 

To which latter Opinion Huic enim Senten- 
agrees Baronius. A t1z accedit 'Baronius. 

Pag. 63. In the Epiſtle Pag. 36, Quinto ha- 
is the ord, Manu-tenere, © betur hic, vox Manu 
which. we trauſlate Main- tenere, Eleutherii ſæ- 
tain, and was not in uſe in culo non in uſu, ſed 
Eleutherius's Time, but Normanicam plane 
ſmells rather of the Nor- Latinitatem redolens. 
man-Law Latin. een 

The Texts of Scripture, © Sexto loca quæ e 
quoted in his Epiſtle, are the. Sacra Scriptura hic 
Tranſlation of St. Jexome, citantur, ſumpta ſunt e 


who lived two hundred Tears © Tranllatione divi Hie- 


ronimi, qui 200 pene 

« annos pok Eleuthe- 

e DRE, eee rium floruit. 
The Epiſtle came not in- Septimo non re 

to the World, till a tlouſand ritur hæc Epiſtola uſ- 

Tears after its pretended © quam gentium infra 

MM: 


after Eleutherius, 


ceſſum Eleutherii. 


Pag. 21. 7 own my Ab horrence (ſays our Critick) 
of the Lives of the Monks, aud my Contempt of their 
Learning, ſome few excepted; and nothing elſe could 
have induced me to name Dr. Tanner with Dugdale. 
Jam ſorry that what I have ſaid of Dr, Tanner has. 
expoſed him to the Pauegyricks of ſo worthleſs a Flatter- 
er: T reſpett thas Gentleman for his Learning aud 
And yet in one Place, where he names him 
by himſelf, p. 65. he quotes him, (I will not 

ſay falſely, for that Word would but too much re- 
ſemble his own polite Language, but) unfairly, 
and then calls him a Lover of Monkery. In ano- 
ther, p. 81, The great Pains ( ſays he) that _ 
hn. 4 
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dale and Tanner have taken to preſerve the Memory 
of | the! Monks and Monaſteries, ſhews the good Liking 
they Hawe to Fryars and Nuns, and their Willingneſs, 
like the Iſraelites, to return again to Egypt. LS 
Let him reconcile theſe two Characters if he 


can? Et erit mihi magnus,. — 


. The Author of the Defence cannot, | ſure, forbear 
putting off his Hat to the Critick when he next 
meets him, for the great Pains he has taken to 
et him right, as to the Names of the two Romiſh 


o Cc 

Pag. 23. But the next falſe Aſſertion, (he ſays,) 
for which the Author of the Defence deſerves good 
Diſcipline, | no leſs. then a good Drubbing, to be 
ſure, being a Parſon, ] isp. 55. The Fault is the 
more enormous, it being in, Ecclefiaſtical Hiſtory, and 
againſt his beloved and eſteemed Mr. Echard, ſpeaking 
of the before mentioned Chaſm of the Sucrdſean, of 
whom, 1 purpoſely leſt out.. erght. I can't help telling 
the Realer that \ Tallent's Tables, the beſt Chronology 
extant, lay open before me, | I can tell ham of a bet- 
ter, and that is his own, Sweet Self, who founded 
the Biſhoprick of Cheſter 246 Years before its 
Time, as has been before obſerved, J when I was 
linking that uninterrupted Chain, and there were all 
the Names of: the Popes, rom Pope Paul, £0 Pope | 
Odeſcalchi; and the Doctor has only picked up a 


Dozen of them, and thoſe, wrong in the very Beginning 


of the or Petrus Linus, and it ſpould have 
 \beew\ Paulus Linus; ay, be is ſo bold in the Fal- 

"Ss he ſays, It ſhould be Peter, not Paul, twice 
ina Page, | diretly | contrary. to which, Mr. Echard, 
Ecclef. Hiſt. Vol. II. p. 388. I. 22.;fays, Linus 


fucceeded\Paul, Cletus. ſucceeded Linus, and ſo on to 
the End if the Chapter. Now what Correction does 
a Man deſerve, who will ſo directly miſquote or 
miſapply Authorities? I will not ſay, that he 
flalſe quotes Talent; but if the Reader will mr 
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don a Pun, 1 will take upon me tofhy, That he 


has the beſt Talent at citing his Authors unfairly, 
that ever I met with. Mr. Echard, in the very 
Place referred to, makes both St. Peter and St. 
Paul to be Biſhops of Rome, the one of the Cir- 
eumciſion, the other of the Uncircumciſion; and 
ſays, Linus and Cletus ſucceeded Paul, and Clemens 
St. Peter; and immediately after there was a Coa- 
Ution, and does not carry the Succeſſion from 
St. Paul one Jot farther, though our Learned Cri- 
tick ſays unfairly, That he continued it to ihe End of 
the Chapter. | 5 ; 

Mr. Echard, in Folio Edit. Book 2. p. 244. fays, 
That a Biſhoprick was founded in Rome by 
“St. Peter, who was now ſucceeded by Linus, the 


* ſame mentioned, 2 Tim. 4. 21. But many of 


< the Antients (ſays he) mention both theſe 
e Apoſtles, as equally concerned in founding 
4 this Biſhoprick, and do expreſſy aſſert Linus to 
4 have been the firft Biſhop of Rome. Indeed, 
* in another Place, p. 267. he fays,” We are 
told Linus, St. Peter s, or, perhaps, St. Paul's 
c Succeſſor, ſuffered Martyrdom this Tear: And 
“ in his Chronological Table, Ann. Dom. 67. 
e he ſays, That this Biſhoprick- was founded by 
« St. Peter and St. Paul. And to produce him 
an Authority ſuperior to that of Mr. Talent, and 


that is Euſelius, from whom the Succeſſion is 


drawn out by Valeſus, in the following Manner, 
Ordo Epiſcoporum Urbis Rome, &c. Petrus Apoſtolus 


poſt quem. I. Linus, 2. Anencletus; 3. Clemens, and ſo 


on. Nay, Talent himſelf ſays, That there are 
great Differences about the firſt ſix Biſnhops of 
Rome, for which he quotes Bayonins, An. Dom. 69. 
* St. Paul, ſays he, is ſaid to be Biſnop here 
* Epiph : And that St. Peter and he are the two 
* Heads of the Church, that make but one.” 80 
that Mr. Talent does not fay expreſſy, that the 
ö | 8 Succeſſion 


Pay 
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Succeſſion was to be taken from the one, more 
than the other. e 

As to the additional Facts to St. Albans Mira- 
cles, if Fox has mentioned them, the Author of 
the Defence will beg the Critick s Pardon when 
he meets with them in the Book referred to; 


but till then, he begs our Critick will not take it 


amiſs, if he ſhews himſelf unwilling: to take any 
Thing upon Truſt from an Author of his extraor- 
dine Character. e Aged. 
But to proceed; 5 
Pag, 27. He aſſures the H/orld (ſays the Critick) 
that I never ſaw Caxton: A downright direct Un- 
truth, which. he backs. by another, p. 73. Tis appa- 


rent that Fox never ſaw Caxton, though he pretends 


do Copy from him. SIA of. get 
Softer Words wanld have become our ingenious 


Critick Fer, notwithſtanding the Hard Language 


he gives, the Author of the Defence muſt ſtill con- 
tinue of the ſame Opinion, till it can be made 
appear, that his and Fox's Account are conſiſtent 
with Caxzon's, which it. is plain they are not, as 
the Reader may be convinced by comparing our 
Critical » Hiſtory, and the Defence of our Antient and 

Modern Hiſtoriaus, p. 71. together. 
His comparing Dunſtan. and Archbiſhop Laud, 


as it is Odious and Ill-natured, fo it will not re- 
dound much to the Credit of our _Cr:zick - For 
though the Copa ten may, in ſome Reſpects, 
hold good, yet as to Archbiſhop Laud's inſulting 
his Soverezgu, as tis not in reallity true, ſo it may 
be confated by every one who is converſant in 
the Hiſtory of that Time. _ _ 8 
As to the Story of Afeda's Miracles, till our 
Critick vouchſafes to quote the Edition and Page of 
Malmsbury, Where it is to be met with, I believe 
the Author of the Defeuce (who is now too well 
r A acquainted 


. 
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acquainted with his Character) will be unwilling 
to take his Word for it. | | & 
Pag. 29. 1 ſaid Edward, a Baſtard, was.crowned | 
King by Ethelred*s Procurement. Upon which he fami- 0 
larly puts ſome Interrogatories to me; as, ho told him | © 
Edward was a Baſtard ? And then he lugs out Brady: | 
A ſpecial Authority, as we ſhall fee by and by. © 
h The Reader from hence might take it for grant- 
ed, that the Author of the Defence had cited no 
other Authority but Brady, (was he not by this 
Time convinced that our Critick is not apt to 
treat his Adverſaries too generquſſy.) The Author 
of the Defence, I can aſſure him, has not only proved | 
it from Brady, but from Milton, Brompton, Simeon N 
Dunelmenfis, Walfingham, and the Chronicle of Wal“ 
lingford, as the Readęr may be convinced by refer- 
ring to the Defence, p: 66, 67. . 258 
Bid. William of Malmſbury telt us, (ſays he) 
King Edgar debauched Egelfleda, or Xlfleda, Dang}- ik 
ter of Duke Ordmer, and a Nun too, on whom he be- =_ 
got Edward in Baſtardy, for which he was enjoined Pe- 1 
nance by Dunſtan, and afterwards took him a. Lau- 9 
Jul Wife, Elfrida, Mother of Edmund and Ethelred. 
I can't find that Malmsbury ſays any ſuch Thing, | 
tho I have carefully looked over the Life of Edgar 9 
and Edward, for that Purpoſe. Malmsbury's Words | 
are as follow: De Reb. Geſt. Angl. cap 8. Huic Ex- * 
emplo Crudelitatis, adjunitum aliud Libidinis, Virgins ji 
Deo dicatæ audiens pulchritudinem, violenter eam e mo- | 
naſterio abſtraxit, alſtrattæ pudorem rapuit, & hon ſe- " 
mel, T horo ſuo collocavit, quod cum Aures Beati Dun- 
ſtani offendifſet vehementer ab eo increpatus Septennem pa 
nitentiam non faſtidivit Dignatus Rex alfligi Jejunio, 
fimulque Diademate carere ſeptennio. Serge 
Ibid. Nam de Egeiflela cognomento Candida filia 
Ordmeri Ducis, Edwardum genuit, & Sanctam Edi- 
tham de Wifritha, quam certum eſt autum Sant ti moni n- ; 
tem fuiſſe, ſed timore Regis puellam laicam fe vela 
Ee aa ih ”— viſſe, 
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26 Aa APPENDIX 
viſſe, eandem Arrepto velo, lecto Inperiali Subalam ; 
unde offenſum Beatum Dunſtanum, quod illam concu- 


Piller, que vel umbratice Sauftimonalis fuiſſet, vigorem 


Pontiffcatus in eum egiſſe. Not one Word that I 
can meet with of Edgar's debauching. Egelfleda, 
4 Nun, and begetting Edward in Baſtardy. 
/i ⁵ oo od oe 
- *Tbid. That Simeon of Durham, and Hoveden, 
2orite That Alfer Duke of Mercia, and many other No- 
 Bles ſtood by Ethelred thegonly Right Heir, and Lawful 
Sor of King Edgar. For thishe has as much Autho- 
Fity, as he had for his laſt Aſſertion from Malms- 
Bury. Simeon of Durham's Words are, Scriptor x. 


P. 135. Poſt quem filius ejus Edwardus regnavit, 


"qui- Dolo Nowercæ fue interfectus Sceſtonia requieſcit, 


cui Succeſſit rater Ethelredus, quem Juſceperat ex Em- 
ma. And in another Place, p. 159. Filium ſuum 


Eaduardum, & Regni & Morum Haredem reliquit. 


Nay, he tells us farther, p. 16 1. That Elfer, Duke 


of Mercia, took Care to have his Body honourably 


buried. Howveden informs us, Annal. Par. I. Script. 
"poſt Bed: p. 427. That Eifer, and ſeveral Great 
Men of the Kingdom, turned the Abbots and 
«Monks out of the Monaſteries, in which they 
ie had been placed by King Edgar.” And then 
follow theſe Words: Dum bæc aguntur de Kege Eli- 
gendo Magna inter Regni Principes oborta eft Diſſenſio. 
Quidam enim Regis Filium Eadwardum, quidami vero 
" Fratrem ejus elegerunt Egelredum : Quam ol cauſam 
* Archipiaſules, Dunſtanus, & Oſwaldus, cum Coepiſcopis 
Abbatibus, Ducibuſque Complurimis in unum couvenc- 
rum, & Eadwardum, ut Pater ſuus præceperat, ele- 
gerunt, elet kum conſecrauerunt, & in Regem auxerunt. 
Not one Word of Ethelreds being the only Right 
Heir, and La n of Edgar. 1 


Hig. 32. The Poiſoning of King John at the Sa- 
=crament, he again brings upon the Stage: In 
which he ſay, The. Doctor bas not fairly; quoted 
Caxton and Fox. But the Reader, who ge : 
T e udge 
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[ Judge of this, may be eaſily convinced of the Juſt- i 
- neſs of the Quotations by comparing the two Ac- 


m — 


counts together, which differ in ſome material Cir- 9 
cumſtances, as the Author of the Defence has alrea- f 

dy proved, (Defence, &c. p. 70, 71, 72, 73.) And to 1 
ſay that Fox has copied Caxton verbatim, may WM 
be apt to make the Impartial Reader call Fox's BM 
Veracity in queſtion. And to paſs over his long = 
Character of Mr. Fox, which takes up two Octauo = 
Pages (which might have been fairly omitted, had = 
it been conſiſtent with our Author's Proſpect of = 


Gain, from ſelling his Book with Incongruities, = AI 
long Digreſſions, and ſomething elſe that ſhall _ + = 


be nameleſs, ) he proceeds in his uncourtiy Lan- = 
guage; as, finding the Brute under the Civilian's Gown, | = 
Incoryigible Creature, and Flowers of the like kind, I 

and this for no other Reaſon, but becauſe the _ I 

Author of the Defence has ſpoke the whole Truth, = 
and nothiug but rhe Truth. - : = 


Then he goes on in his Way of Proving, to 
mew, That the Parliament, which was called 

Parliamentum Indoctum, or Lack-Lgarning Parlia- 
ment, had as much Learning as any of the pre- 

ceeding ones. In doing of which, he produces, a- 
gainſt the Authority of Truſſel and Mr. Echard, the 
Names of ten Members that had fat in former Par- 
liaments. But allowing all this, and that thoſe 
ten, were Men of Learning and real Worth, will 
it follow from thence that all the reſt were ſo, 
or that this Parliament deſerved any other De- 
nomination from the Learning of theſe ten Mem- 
bers? His Ignorance ( hope the Reader wall 
pardon the Coarfenefs of the Expreſſion, when 
he knows the Gentleman I have to do withal) 
in not being able to diſtinguiſn betwixt the 
two Houſes of Lancaſter and Tork, yet remains, as 
the Reader may be convinced by comparing his 
Review, p. 37, with Defence, p. 789. 
390 | E 2 | The 
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The next Inconſiſtency is his own, though he 
_ pretends to father it upon the Author of the 


Defence, or Mt. Echard; as the Reader will find 


Defence, P. 78. 0 H 1016555 | 


In the next Page, he informs us, that there is 


an Errat. of the Preſs, ef ſhould be left out, But 


whoever will be at the Pains of looking upon | 


the Paſſage, as it ſtands in the Critical Hiſtory, 


will at once be convinced it was not the Fault 


of the Preſs, but our Critick, who goes on with 


equal Modeſy, aſſerting from Biſhop Burnet, That 


King Henry VIII. was never d:/igned for a Scholar 
by his Father ;and this, notwithſtanding the Au- 
| thor of the Defence had produced the Authority 


of Father Paul, Lord Herbert of Cherbury, and Mr. 


Colker, for the Proof thereof. But I find he will 


ſtand Buff againſt any Authorities, when he has 1 


the Great Biſhop Burnet for his Second. TH) 
After running a Muck againſt Monks and. Mo- 
aſteries, and* repeating the Words Unfrocking and 
Fnkennelling, the Famous Penrys Character comes 
next upon the Stage; which being not wholly 


unlike His own,” he is willing to vindicate it. 


From thence he proceeds in his abuſive Language 
aga inſt the Author of the Defence; in which he ſays, 


he hopes to be excuſed by all Men of Senſe and Man- 


mers for the Treatment Dr. Zachary meets with- here. 

Very likely he may be excuſed by Men af like 

Senſe and Manners with himſelf. e 
And then goes on, 0 0 


Pag. 44. The many notorious Falfities 1 have, and 


ſhall” prove upon him, teach one to uſe Phraſes. equal 
#0 his" Character. Poor Man! How hard is it, 
that he is forced to make Excuſes for his common 
Way of Writing: And if he will pardon the 
Freedom I take, I will tellhim, that he has not 
yet, nor is he able to prove one ſingle Falſhood 


upon 


= 
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upon the Author of the Defence, Nay, when he | 
has attempted to do it, I believe the Reader 
will find, that the Falſhood has always recoil'd 
back again upon himſelf 
Alter a good deal of unkind Language, 
He goes to compare the Characters of J/hithock 
and Ruſbꝛorth with my Lord Clarendon. But as 
my Lord Clarendons Character is too well eſta- 
bliſhed, to ſuffer by the Compariſon, it would 
be needleſs and impertinent in me, to ſpeak 
any Thing farther in Praiſe of his Hiſtory, ſince 
even our Critics Polite Language will not be 
able to leſſen it. | 
. | He proceeds now to the Second Part of the 
1 Bun and tells nn, 


ä — — on AE rl ee OO COT OOO 
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ag. 45. That the Author has falſified him in the | = 
Very firſt Quotation. If ſo, it was without Deſign, and = 
J dare ſay, the Autlior (if it can be made ap- 
pear) will beg his Pardon for it, which wilt 
prove, That he has leſs Braſs in his Forehead, than 
the Head of the Statue at Charing-Crofs ; a Piece of 
Wit which has been treaſur'd up in our Critick's 
common Place for ſome Time, and ſhews him 
to be a Man of Metal: But in what Part it lays 
I leave the Reader, from what has been already 
ſaid, to judge. But what, I ſhould be glad to 
know, could occaſion all this Outcry of Fulf- 
Hing? The Author of the Defence (he ſays) had 
put theſe Words into the Critical Hiſtory: In the 
four following Reigns, there is 1 Hiſtory upon which 
. the Reader can depend. His Words: There is no 
Hiſtory of the four following Reigns, upon which one 
may depend. A great Difference indeed! and 
what is ſufficient to juſtify ſo much Clamour 
and Qutcry ! _ 15 Shine ſag . 

But he aſſures us, notwithſtanding this, that 
there are ſeveral 2888 which one may depend, ar 
Ruſhworth, Whitlock, Hollis, Lock, Swans 

| e 1 85 | Vel: 
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Maryel:, To whom we might add Ludlow, Baxter, 


Juanes, Coke, Walker, Philips. If ſo, I will give 
the Reader my Word, that our Critick is not to be 


depended upon; for he has unfairly quoted, or con- 


tradicted ſeveral of theſe, as has been abundantly 
proved. already by the Author of the Defence. 
* following Page he gives us to under- 


Pag, 46. That the Author of the Defence ' bas. 


ſhew'd himſelf guilty of Falſhood, Inſolence, Ignorance, 
end Nl. Manners, in ſaying, That he queſtioned whe- 


ther the Exit ick ever ſaw one Manuſcript relating to 


Engliſh Hor). And how does he prove the con- 
trary? Truly he tells us, That be recommended to 
MW. Echard ene of the moſt valuable Manuferipts re- 
lating to the Reign of King Charles II. mentioned by 


himſelf, p. 879. But how ſhall I be aſſured of 


this? Mr. Echard is not at hand to inform me, 
Whether it is Truth, or not; and I hope he will 
pardon me, if, without much better Vouchers, I 


ſhall be unwilling to take his Word for it. 


Pag. 47. The Story of Cromwell, and the Devil 


muſt again be 4120 upon the Stage. He thinks 
Mr. Echard ſhould h: K it 
and that the retracting of it in his Appendix, is not 


ſufficient, But I will leave Mr. Echard and him 
to talk upon this Head when they meet, as proba- 


bly ſome Time or other they may. The Hiſtory 
of Standing *Armies.18 next introduced, wherein 1s 


given the moſt wicked Charkcter of King James I. 
and King Charles I. and for this Reaſon, I ſuppoſe 


it may be reckon'd worthy of his Defence. 


Pag, 48. O bourn s. Authority he thinks fit to op- 
poſe 2 ſecond Time to Archbiſhop Spozfwood's, witn 


Relation to what be calls Earl Gowry's Tragedy, and 
there Iwill leave it with the Reader. _ 
Tn the next Page he falls foul upon Sir Philip 
Warwick, Bat Sir Philip's Veracity is too well 
| | known 


ave {truck it out of his Hiftory, - 
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Ai APPENDIX 3K 
known by all Perſons converſant in the Hiſtory 
of thoſe Times, to ſtand in need of a new Defence, 
or to ſuffer by the Pen of ſo ingehious à Writer as 
our Critical Hiſtorian, e © RV ee 


8 Pag. 49. Whitlock the Memorali (ſays he) does 

not ſay one Word of Archbiſhop Laud's being a juſt and 

good Man, tho too full of Fire. And who fays.he 

does? The Author of the Defence ſays Whitlock 

ſays fo, and refers to the Memorial, where it is to 
be found: But they are, indeed, the Words of 

Judge Whithck, and not of his Son. 
3 Pag. 50. In the next Quotation, (he tells us,) 
That the Author of the Defence brings Collier in with 
\bim, as a Proof that Dr. Leighton, Father of the 
eraphick Archbiſhop of Glaſgow, deſerved to be gnoled 
long as the King pleaſed, to pay ten thouſand Pounds, 
e twice barbarouſly whipped, to have both his Ears 
cut off, his Noſe ſlit, his Face ſtigmatized. Here 
again we have our Critick at his old Trade f 
Mr. Collier is only brought in as a Proof of his being 
| or of Phyſick, and not of Divinity, Defence, : . 
p. 123. And Leightoz's Character is there given by _— 
Dr, Fuller, Church Hiſt. Cent. 17. B. xi. p. 126, whi- = - 
ther I refer the Reader. 5 oh _ 
I ham glad to find that he has no more to ſay = 
againſt good Biſhop Jaxon, whoſe Character I had _ 
8 rom I pitlock, Sir Philip Warwick, Lord 1 


. * 


Clarendon, Dr. Fuller, and Dr. Melwood, then 1 
this, (which he takes from Mpirlock,) That be kept 1 
a Pack of good Hounds, and had as much Command of _ === 
himſelf, as his Hounds, I ſhould have been in Hopes Wl 
that he was coming to Temper again, by this lu- | 
cid Interval, did J not find him, in the next 
Paragraph, flying out in his Invectives againſt 
Mr. Collier, becauſe I have given a Character of 
Mr. Prynn from him and Sir Philip Warwick? And 
_ Inſtead of detecting him of Falſhood in this Cha- 
racter as an Hiſtorian, he flies out againſt * 
| 59% r a 
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APPENDIX - 
and tells us, He abſolved a Traytor. and Aſſaſſine at 
the Gallows ; which I take to be very foreign to his 
Purpoſe. — "=: 
Pag. 52. 7 ftill tell Dr. Zachary, that Robert 
Harley's Name was not Robert Har * Liſt 
of Long Parliament for Hereford.) - No, tis very 
unlikely it mould. And in return, I will take 
the Liberty of telling our Critical Hiſtorian, that 
the Name of the Perſon who. was inftrumental in 
taking down the Croſſes in Cheapfide and Charing- 
Croſs was not Robert Harley, but Robert Harlow, 
(Vid. Whitlock's Memor. p. 45. © 
Pag. 53. The next Inſtance of his great Saga- 
city, is, concerning the ten Members of the Aſſem- 
bly of Divines, whom the Author ef the Defence 
Proves to have been no Doctors, when they were 
ſt aſſembled. He finds them, he tells us, from 
Dr. Calamy, to ble Doctors either before the Aſſembly, 
or during their Seſſion, or after Oliver diſſolved them. 
And who I pray denies this? He gave this 
Account of them in his Critical Hiſt. p. 221. as 
firft aſſembled, and aſlerts ſeventeen. of them to 
have been then Doctors: The contrary to which, 
as to ten of them, is plainly proved by the 
Author of the Defence from Scobels Collections of 
Atts and Ordinances, p. 43. | n 
He goes on triumphantly, and ſays, Pag. 57. That 
Dy. Zachary, to make him à Furger of the Marquis of 


_ Hertford's Speech at Uxbridge, tells us, he has been looks = 


ing about it, and cannot find it in the Eikon Baſilike, 
Hite again, notwithſtanding his large Pretences to 
Honeſty, as well as-Criticiſm; he chances to be 
miſtaken, The n Bak is not once named by 
Pr. Zachary upon this Occaſion: But King Charles Is 
Works are referred to; amongſt which is an Account 
of the Treaty at Uxbridge. The following Pages 
concerning Aſcham's Death, Cromwells Carcaſs, 
and. Sir Heum Vane's Death, I ſball paſs over, as 

| | | | containing 
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containing nothing, but what has been fully an- 


ſwered already in the Defence, W 
jj ͤͤ.—VßŨ ̃N- ] 
Pag. 63. That the Author of the Defence 
brings out a Chronicle, written by one Heath, which 
zs the beſt Book upon his Shelf, and that our Doctor 
has made marvellous Uſe of him. And who 


would not imagine, after all this, That the Au- 
thor of the Defence had quoted him almoſt in 


every Page of his Book? But ſo it happens, that 
he has uſed his Authority but four Times in 
his whole Book, twice indeed alone; andtwice 
with much better Authorities. He tells us, 


"Ibid. That he thinks he ſhall ſcarce have Patience 


with him, when he labonrs to load the Diſſenters 
with the Fire of London ; and his Authority, 
is," The Caveat againſt the Whigs. His Autho- 
rity ( begging the Critick's Nude is the 
London Gazette, from Thurſday, April 26. to Monday, 
April 30. 1666. an authentick Paper, inſerted in 
the Caveat againſt the Whigs Nor does he endea- 
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Vvour to lead the Diſſenters with it _ but only to 


prove, that Mr. Echard had ſome Authority for 
what he had ſaid in this Caſe, and to ſhew what 
Opinion the Government had of that Matter 


at that Time. - | 


He ſpends two or three Pages upon the Popiſh 


Plot, and in calumniating Perſons, who, I pre- 
fume, may, at leaft, be accounted his Equals; and 


then falls foul upon the Author of the Defence, 


becauſe he has expoſed him in a Matter as plain 
as the Sun, with Relation to the Number of 


Perſons which the Pinnace of a Fifth Rate 


Man of War was capable of holding. 
In Pag. 88. he tells us, That the Lau Dactor ſhews, 
that inſtead of not underſtanding Hiſtory and Hloquence, 


he knows nothing at all, | Mark his Flowers Reader. | 


Biſhop Burnet had ſaid of * Lord Chancellor Finch, 
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We long much admired” for . Eloquenie, but i: 
e before he died. To proteins mt Je, Grey 
produces his old" Friend Behatd, and. athers, ſaying be 

vas an” incorrupt Jule. "Bleſs the Saul ef him, &c, 

Grey, as he calls Him, was pr ring fiom Mr. Echard, 
and ove-Critick's dear Self, That Biſhop. Burner 
_ was inconhftent in the Character he gave of this 


85 Man: He was not endeavouring to ſhew, 
mar bis Integrity was a Proof of his Eloquence, 
as this node Gentleman, without any Warrant at 
all, aſſerts, as the Reader may be convinced, by 
reterrng to Defence, p. 188. 
Pag. 72. In the next Page (ſays he,) he boldly 
affirms, That the Doftrines of PaſtueOl dies and 
NoRefiſtance are not engrafted into the DoQrines 
v7 #he: Church. . He proves, (with Submiſſion,) 
That they were not” 7ately engrafted into tze 
Doctrines of our, Church, - as our Critick had aſ- 9 
_ Jerted,” and produces the Six Hbmilies of tje 
Church againſt Wilful Rebellion: The Authority 
of which dur Critick, with All his great Learning, 
WII find it no eaſy Matter to invalidate. © 
Pag. 72. Now draws on (ſays he) the moſt hor- 
vible Scene that ever was opened in the Chriſtian World, 
5 excepting our Saviour's Crucifixion,) the 
Mer of the Iuſtrious Lord Ruſſel, &c. whoſe Blood 
ve trenches himpelf; with. So far from it, that he 
only endeavours to prove from my Lord's own 
Words, the ſmall Share” he bore in that Plot; 
Which Words "our Critick thought proper to leave 
but, do make Room for his paſſionate Excla- 
REEFS. <5... 
Pag, 73. He calls me to repent of the many Ca- 
dummies upon the beſt e . Princes, and beſt of Men, 
ani dare him to prove that I have ſaid one Word 


| . or Sillable againſt the beſt of Princes, A ſtrange 
1 _ Uſireatonable Gentleman ! to call out for 5 — 
1 r when 


's CT \s May 


- when it is already 


- 


9 


35 


I 


Armies; 
what the 


Impreſſion any where, I will beg Leave to draw 


out ſome of his fine Flowers, to ſhew the Rea- 
der what a Courtly and Complaiſant Writer he is. 
Such dull Mortals as our Doctor. 4 Man of our Doctors 
Forehead and Intellecis, is not to be treated with Sniles, 
and ſoft Airs. He rather deſerved a Drubbing, then 
a Review. Pag. 8. The Doctor has ſo much Stupidity, 
or fomething worſe in the Make of him. Tbid. Mark 
what a clear-headed Doctor this is. Pag. 11. J he to 
be matched for a fine Head, and an honeſt, Heart? 
Pag. 12. This Rarity, Pag. 13, He's ſurpriſingly Dull. 
Pag. 14. As poor as he is in Intelle®, Pag. 23. For 
which he deſerves good Diſcipline, Pag. 25. Hho un- 


- derſtood no Tongue, but what is. taught by every Country- 


Pedagogue. Pag. 26. J am a Stranger to his Manners, 
which are indeed of the Dregs of the People. Pag. 27. 
Match my Doctor, if you can, for Stupidity and Aſſu- 
vance, Ibid. 4 downright dirett Untruth, which- be 
backs with another. Pag. 28, A poſitive Falſity, in 
Defiance of Conſciente or Modeſty. Pag. 34. The Brute 

vill be found out under the Civilian's Gown. Ibid. If 

I had been born under the ſame Howel,' I could not have 
known his Quality and neces better. Pag. 35. The 

moſt incorrigible Creature. Pag. 39. Our Doctor crows 
like a true Cock of the Duughill. Ibid. Here his Fre- 


Head ſhines again, and his Folly ſurprixes one, Pag, 40. 


He is an over-bearing confident Fellow. Pag. 41. If 
be had any Eyes in his Head, or Guts in his Brains. 
Pag. 44. To mix Clean Language with his Dirty, would 


be like putting on clean Linnen to rake in a Kennel. 


* 
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ag 4. There igas much Metal in ri; as in the Fure- 

Mul ef ibe Statue at Charing-Croſs. Pag. 47. I found 

deut what he wasz ly his Breeding and Language, before I 

den whether he were a Man or a Monkey: Pag. 5 3. His 

| © © Conference aud his Head open and ſhut, fo that they can't 

ö i two Lines together; Jo that he will be always falſi- 
=. Hing on blundering. Pag. 56. His Metal is Burniſb d up 

| again, and one of the moſt ſenſeleſs Untruths that ever was 

| uttered, keeps his Haud in. Pag. 61. The very Vermin of 

the Party: learn this Air. Ibid. Dr. Zachary apes it, 

and is as awkward, as he s impudent. Ibid. This unpa- 
ralelld Doctor, [ Mark his Spelling, Reader.] 

Pag. 73. I never met with a Mortal fo ſtupid. Pag. 76. 

1 Ton might as well ſbeu a Picture to the Horſe in Stocks- 

Market. And is not this, after all, a moſt Gentee! 

Writer? Does not his Good-Breeding ſhew bim to 

Ae the Man (he boaſts himſelf to be, Pyef. p. 9.) 

whoſe Houſe and Lands, had the ſame Roundaries,,and the 
an Name for their Owner, fix or ſeven. hundred Tears | 


— — — — 2 md a addi 


f ð ͤ K ooh YT 
| And now having. put this Specimen of the Au- 
j! thor's Critical Skill in Hiſtory, and his faithful 
= Remembrance of what he has Occaſion. to make 
| ule of, into the Reader's Hands, and likewiſe pre- 
| _ _Sented him with this Garland of his ſweet Flowers 
| * of Rhetorick, I ſhall finally take my Leave; He 
| may. henceforth-go.on; and write all the: Hiſtory 
he caninvent, vilify-whom he will, or-car, con- 
E tradiet whom he pleaſe, he may reſt, aſſured he 
+ hall never more be anſwered by me, nor any one 
ele, (I believe, ) unleſs he ſhould anſwer himſelf; 


1 


* 
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| awhich is a known Practice among Writers, who 

114 : * . go 

| Are ſenſible they have no equal Matt. 
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